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REMARKS 

The present patent appiication has been reviewed in light of the final office 
action, referenced above, in which claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Huang et al. . U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 
2003/0032395 (hereinafter "Huang") in view of Chu-Chiaetai. . U.S. Patent Application 
Publication No. 2002/0142799 (hereinafter "Chu-Chia"). Reconsideration of the 
present application is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-15, and 21-26 are pending. Claims 16-20 were previously cancelled. 
Claims 21-29 have been added. Claims 1-3, 6-12» and 14 have been amended. 

Refections under 35 U.S.C. S 103(a^ 

Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Huang in view of Chu-Chia. 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be 
met First, tiiere must be some suggestion or motivation, either in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to 
modify the reference or to combine reference teachings. Second, there must be a 
reasonable expectation of success. Finally, the prior art reference (or references when 
combined) must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. The teaching or suggestion 
to make the claimed combination and the reasonable expectation of success must 
both be found in the prior art. and not based on Assignee's disclosure." MPEP S 2143 . 
Assignee respectfully submits that the Examiner has not established a prima facie 
case of obviousness. 

The cited applications do not. teach or suggest all the limitations of the 

aforementioned claims. Neither of the cited documents, either alone or in combination, 
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disclose a command generator "capable of asserting a command signal to said digital 
data processing system via local wireless transmission modules of said portable 
communication apparatus" as claimed in claim 1 . At page 3 of the final office action, 
the Examiner states that Huang does not disclose asserting a command signal to a 
digital processing system via local wireless transmission modules of a portable 
communication apparatus. The Exarniner attempts to cure this deficiency with Chu- 
Chia. However, Chu-Chia also does not disclose transmitting command signals to a 
digital processing device. For example, there is no disclosure in Chu*Chia of a 
PDA/Cell phone or PDA/GPS combination that transmits command signals to a digital 
processing system. Therefore, even if there was a teaching, suggestion, or motivation 
to combine Huang with Chu-Chia, and the Assignee does not believe such a teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation exists, any resulting combination would still not yield all of 
the elements of claim 1 . Therefore, the Examiner has failed to establish a prima facie 
. case for obviousness, and the Assignee respectfully requests that the rejection to 
claim 1 be withdrawn. 

Claim 8 includes similar limitations, and is therefore also patentably 
distinguished over the cited documents, as are the claims that depend from claims 1 
and 8. Assignee respectfully requests that the rejections to these claims be withdrawn. 
For similar reasons, new claims 21-29 are also believed to be patentably distinguished 
over the cited documents. 

It is noted that claimed subject matter may be patentably distinguishe^d from the 

cfted patents for additional reasons; however, the foregoing is believed to be sufficient. 

Likewise, it is noted that the Assignee's failure to comment directly upon any of the 

positions asserted by the Examiner in the office action does not indicate agreement or 

acquiescence with those asserted positions. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully asserted that all of the claims pending 
in the [Dresent patent application are in condition for allowance. If the Examiner has 
any questions, he is invited to contact the undersigned at (503) 439-6500. 
Reconsideration of the present patent application and early allowance of all the claims 
is respectfully requested. Please charge any underpayments or credit any 
overpayments to deposit account no. 50-3703. 



Berkeley Law and Technology Group, LLC 
1700 NW 167th Place. Suite 240 
Beaverton, OR 97006 
503.439.6500 
Customer No. 00043831 



/ hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposiiBd via facsimiie to the Commissioner for Petents on: 
Date of Transmission 

Tamara Daw • 

Name of Person Transmitting Correspondence 
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Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: 1/3AD7 



/Calvin E. Wells Rea. No. 43.256/ 
Calvin E. Wells 
Reg. No. 43,256 




10 



BEST AVAiUBLE COPY 



